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1 EC&IC

77— LB E Neumann-Morgenstern [17] 38X T Nash [15, 16] ic X > TRIBEE N TLOR, #%
A, REPRARL—2 g VX VY —F R EORARED T CHELRH 2RI LTE T,
7— LG EORBEICER L L S 92 L&, FIGOEz EMEICH S C EDREETH 5 IRVLIC
KKEMT %, LML, FEDERZMEZHZ C LIERENE LRV, FIGOEZELINCE
1723 HBRILEDONHEIMN 2> THIA T LI TE S, TOX I HIRNDWL DDDET LD SR

ENTN%,

Harsanyi [6] (&, FISHHERZEICL>THEZB5NE 7 —LE LT, Bayesian 7 —LZE#HRL
7zo Aghassi and Bertsimas [1] (&, FIfRE R TH O 7L A Y —R3ZONMERZ &Ik
BOFNT—LE LTaNA N = LzE A, BOEHEIC I % 03N A S Rgi{bid 2 B0 o
Z {7z, Verma and Kumar (18] £ X UZDSE A TlE. FXMFIGZ & D757 — LhE A
SN, MEEHEY Ta—F 25 ZE D157 — LR WL DD JTEMEREN TS, Maeda
[14] ICHBWT, #YEETHE Y 70— F TGRS OREEDIHEICER TN TN T EDVERHE
N, EEFIFE © DXATHI7— IISH LT 4 Fifod Nash S OBEEAER E Nz, AT
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AT, EAMRIEEED n NIEHN T — L% EZ %, TTT, FTLAY—OFHE ¢
KRITA—7 Uy RZER REICHBIFBZETHRNaV ST MERICE->TEZB5N%, £, RE oz
THEWVINEATRTOES FOWL DD R A TOERIETFEFREEERT S, K, TNHODIHE
[ VT Z D7 — L0 Nash HHHIE O SZE 4 BHERL. TNEZANT—HEZED n
NIE 177 — 10D Nash BRI K > TRMOI %, ZOAAT—RIGZED n NIERITT—
LiE, BEMEE AT —LEBERVTAAT—ETE T Lic k> TEM NS,

ZDF=DIC, KUFLLTFOX S IR E NS, 5 2 BTk, EABFRERICET 20 Oh0
EHRRLSRHENT %, 5 3 TR, EADOANT—LEEE 4 BEEER L. ThEOMEEH
N5, H# 4 WHTE. BEMEzZzED n NERNT—LzERE L, 207 — LD Nash HfHEIE
O 4 FREHR L, ZThHE XA TR ZED n AJEWI17— L0 Nash HfiiigHIC X -
TR %, BBIC, 5# 5 BB TR E SBOBEITDONTIERS,

2 KEBIEFER

ARETCIE. EEEFREFRICET 20O DEERRIL S ZHENMT 5, R &2 L ot1—7 Vv R
ZefiE L, RS % R OIFERRE TS, A ACRIACH LT, cl(A) & A DBaZEZ L, int(A)
& A ORNIBEET ., PRY) Z R OETHEWVBDMESTRTOERE L, C(RY) Z R D%ETHK
WaANT MDEETRTOERE TS, A, Be PR BIXU NeRICHLT

A+B={z+y:xzcAyecB}
M={z:zec A}

LEET Do

EE 2.1. A, Be PR CHLT, UFOEAIEFEIGEZHT 3,

A<, BEBcA+R,

A=y BEAcB-R,

A<B¥ A<, B A=<y B

A=y BE d(B) Cd(4) +int(R)

A=<y BE (4) c d(B) — int(RY)

A<B§A<LB,A<UB

AZB¥ A<, B A<y Bor A<, B. A=<y B
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EH1ICHENT
AZB&4 A<B,A+B

THAHT LICHEET S, “HER <1, fv BLU < ERENDLDHEBIICIZ 2D, KRR Tl
U, 2B TR, A, B e P(RY) ICHLT

A=< B,B=, A A+R, =B+R,

A=<y B,B=y Ae A-R, =B-R}
El%, K0T, 21, v BXU 2 & PR LORIEFICES, —J7. —HEHER <1, <v, < &
HRMCE S, 2 3. IRTOMEADES L0 HEKRE T2 LHBMCRZ D, PR £
ZIHERRE T B EHERBINIC AR B TR 0,

HEEMFRER <2 BXU < & Young [19] IC K> TEATH, BAE-AHE-Ha [11] IBWVT,
<1, 2v, <1 BXU <y MESGREEHEICH LU THO SN, 51, [l [14] &> e
FfS%E & ORITHN T — L L THW S NIz, TN OESIEF R OREZRRMMONEFICEE LT,
Jahn-Ha [9] Z&R D &,

E&k 2.2 ([14)). ACPRY) &L, Ac A LT3,
(i) A PMEBNET < ICBIT % A OMATT (maximal element) TH% &3
AcAA=SA=A=<A
LB EERVS,
(ii) A MMEBNTT 2 195 A OBKIT (maximal element) TH2 &1
FAe Ast. AZA
THBLEREVS,
(iii) A PEBIET < ICBIT % A OMATT (maximal element) TH5 &1
FAec Ast. A< A
ThsrLEZRVI,

EE 2.3 ([3]). K ZEAY MVEM X OWERE T2, £AIESHF: X - PR WK ET
M [L-1M, U-M] TH 3 Eld, TNEND @1, 25 € K, A€ [0, 1] ISR LT, LUFHRDIDEXT
H5,

AF(x1) 4+ (1 — N F(x2) < [Z1, <u]F(Axy + (1 — N)xa)
E&E 2.4 ([8]). X, Y ZHMzME T2, EGHEHRE X -2V 0

(i) zo TH (Hogan OFERRTO L) Th 2 L&k, EREDY {x,} D x, — 20 THD {yn}
Wyn € F(x,) THBELE, yp > yo &%5D y €Y BNDH2EEL yo € F(wo) KD ILD
LEICE I,



(i) zp TH (Hogan D ZBETO Luiki) ThH 3 &id. FEDH {z,} W 2y — 0 BD
Yo € Fxg) THBELZE, yy € Fxn) DDy, = yo 5D XI55 {y,} WFEET B L EIC
50

bl

EAMTGHR F X EClisiTtHs i3, FHRZNTIhO z e X © Bk DL TH
HEXRICES,

3 EEDAAT—1L

FFE. N7 MVEEEREIC I B Pareto fdfif 2 RO % DI A 7 Gerstewitz BIAL
BTE) ZHTd %,

W 3.1 ([4]). K°eint(RY) £9%, TOLE,
wRi,ko 1Y — [—o00,00), ng,ko(y) =sup{teR ‘y € {tk%} + ]Rﬂ}

X well-defined TH 3, EHIC, Ve 0 Wi TH D . EFRIME, BIESENR O D, £z, £
+7
DX € R TLURARLD LD,

{yeVivy poly) 22} = DR +RL {y € Vluy, po(y) > A} = k) +int(RY).
¢Mk0@\ﬁﬁmm%}ﬁm%ﬁwfaemmMjé¢MkM@<¢Mjp@)T%50
AREICIE. C(RY) FORBUHBIRZ 4 FEER L. TN5OMEEHRHS,
EE 3.2. ¢ :CRY) - R EANT—LIMET B,
(i) ¥ » L-HFINTH S L1
A,B € C(RY),A <1, B= ¢(A) <y(B)

LB LEZNS,
(ii) ¢ » U-HFEINTH 5 &1

A,B € C(RY),A <y B = (A) < (B)

LRBHLERVI,
(iil) v A L-IREHFRINTH 2 L1

A,B € C(R"), A <y B = 9(A) < (B)

LB LERENS,
(iv) ¢ A U-SHBINTH 3 & 1&

A, B € C(RY),A <y B = (A) < (B)
LB LEENI,
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RICEHKT 2 AN T —(LBIEUE. Gerstewitz BIEDILETH S ([2, 4, 7, 13], ko € int(RY)
&%, k=L,U LT, ZHT—ILBIE ¢F (-1 ko) : C(RY) — R &% A € C(RY) Icx LT

O (A; ko) = sup{t € R: {tko} <) A}
LERT B,
#RE 3.3 ([14]). ko € int(RY) &%, TDEE, KM LD,

(i) = (ko) : C(RY) — R (& L-HHINAD LY BaRRINNC 15 %,
(i) ¢U (ko) : C(RY) — R (& U-HLHEIMD U s MBI 2 %

AAS-H - PR [12] O 11E, BEMEGGOEEGMEN D 5 X715 —(eBi% (RLIBIED
NEETET e ZBREEDTH B, [12] DR 1ICBWT, f 7% Gerstewitz DIEFHE A H T —1b
WEL [4] DR & T2 &, LR %,

R 3.4 ([3]). X ZRYENARZER], KO € int(RY) £ 9%, F: X —» P(RY) WX LTHKTHD
9%, $5L. FiD 2DDEADIKYEA N Z—(LBEILHERTH B,

oF (F(2); k°) =, duf Wy go®)

o (F(x); ko)—'y:gﬁwiaw 10 ()

4 EEBFFESLD n AIEBAT — L EZT DI EERER

AREICIE. £EREZED n N7 —LzEMb L. ZD7— LD Nash kIR OMES
e AFRRIER L. ThDZANT—FIf3%2 8D n NIF)17— L0 Nash HIHIRIC & > TR
D%, ¥9

N ={12,---,n}
ZTLAY—DEH LTS, RS, Fie NITHLT
57.:{1727 ami}

2T LAYV— i OFTNTOMERIEOE A& L

X; = {(ﬂcg),xg),-~~ ,957(7’1)1) eRY: ng) = 1}
k=1
ETLAY— i OIXRTOREHMIEDES LT S,

S=]]% =5 x5 x-xS8,
i=1



X:HXi:XlxXQX-uxXn

i=1
9%, Fle, Hie NICHLT, u; 0 S — CRY) BT LAV— i OFEME GEEMHEH &

XU
(kth»"' akn) €s

WKL T
wi(k1, ko, -, kn) € C(RY)

. ST LAY— j € N DI by € S; BE Tk TDTLAY— i OFfRET, &5l
Bie NICHLT., f1 : X —)C(Re) Vg (wl,wg,--- ,a:n) e X IIMLT

filwn e, ) = 0w e a gk ke, k)
(k1 k2, kn)€S

EEBL. f; 2T LAY — i ORRIGEE GRAEEH) &S, T T
$j:(x§j)7:rgj),--~ 7x(j3)7 jEN

m

Thb, 8TLAY—ie N & EENFHEE KL T filen,z, -, x,) ZIRAKICLEWD
(FxHNSRELLEYY) EWVWS TERZRET 5.

f:(f17f27"'7fn)

L¥B, cokE
['=(N,X, f)

ZEEFIB%EED n AT — L (n-person non-cooperative game with set payoffs)
EES, Bie NITHLT

Filx_;) ={fi(xix_y) 12 € X3}, x_; € X

9%, TCT
X_Z‘:X1X"'XXi_1XXZ‘+1X---><Xn

THO, ;e X 13
Tr_;= (wla e ,mi717(l:i+17 PN 7(1:,”) S X—i

THH

(xivw—i) = (xlv' o 7wi—1’wi7$i+l7 e a:En) S X
THb3, %5ic N BXUHK rx_; € X_; IZRLT

fi(f’/‘—i)jv }-i(w—i)éa }—i(af'—i)<
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EENENEBIUFIG <, 3 BET < T3 Fi(z_;) OTNTOMATOEE LT 2, i
L0, &ie N BXU&S ¢, € X, KMLT

.7:1‘(:1371')5 C .Fi(:li,i)é C .7:1‘(:11,,‘)<

L% T EHIREND ([3] D Proposition 3.1 ZHD T &),

E& 4.1 (3]). «* = (zf, 23, ,x}) € X W7 —L T © Nash 5%#8& (Nash equilibrium
strategy) TH5 Lld, FED i€ N IcHLT
f (mzv ) = fz( )v V:BZ € X;

EBLERZNS, TCT
o = (@], E g,
THb, TDOLE
(fr(@®), fa(x®), -+, ful@®)) = (fr(@], 2 y), fo(mg, 2% 0), -, fulzy, @",))
27— [ Of (value) & K5,

E& 4.2 ([3). " = (xf, 5, ,x:) € X 7 —L T OMK Nash FEE##& (maximal Nash
equilibrium strategy) TH 3 & iF

@) Fo@ ) s @) = (1 (@ @50 @ @ 0), -+ (@ @)
e [I7@ )% = Fila )" x Fafat o) x - x Fulat ,)°
DEEHRNI,

T 4.3 ([3). =¥ = (z}, x5, ,x}) € X BT —L T O/ — | Nash HEEEE (Pareto
Nash equilibrium strategy) TH 5 & &

(fi(@®), f2(27), -, ful@?)) = (f1(®1,224), fo(®d, 225), -+, fulzy, 22,))

DEZZND,

E&E 4.4 (3). =¥ = (x5, x5, ,x}) € X BT —L T OF/N\L— b Nash HEHEE (weak
Pareto Nash equilibrium strategy) Th 5 & &

(fl(ﬂl‘*),fg(l’*), T 7f’n(m*)) = (fl(mylﬂ’mil)v fQ(m‘;’miQ)v e 7fn( L 7n))
e[[FR@ ) =Fi( ) x Fa@y) x o x Fux”,)"

DEZZNI,



39
YFCRY = R,k =L, U ®ZAHNS—{LsE L
MNeR,, k=LU ieN
Mg \U=1, ienN
Ed%, TOLE, FIie NICHLT, g X 2R EZS = (z1,22, - ,x,) € X IIHLT
gi(@i,w_i; " WU N NT) = AP (filmn ) + A0 (fi(wi, z2s))
LEET B, T
9= (91050 07 ALY g2 (595 Y AL D) gn (0T 0T AR AT
9%, TOEE, IF—LTICHLT, AAT—FG2ED n NI — L
D@57 M AT - A0 D) = (N, X, g)
ZEZBo

EE 4.5 ([3]). =* = (=}, x5, ,x)) € X BT =L TE WY, AT, - )AL AY) 0 Nash

rn

18 (Nash equilibrium strategy) TH 2 &3, [TED i€ N IKRHLT
gi(miv .’13*_1-; va ¢U7 /\sz )‘zU) S gi(mza "E*—i; ¢L7 d)U; )‘iLv )‘?)a VZUZ S Xi

ThrLEZVI,

EE 4.6 ([3). o = (x}, @5, .x%) € X BF—LTWL QU AN, o AL 2\U) oS

n

Nash ¥&#8 (strict Nash equilibrium strategy) Th 5 &k, TED i€ N LT
gz(wza wii;¢L7¢U7 >‘zL A?) < gz(w:7 wii”pLa ¢U7 >‘1La )‘g)7 V.’El S X’Lﬂw’b 7é IB:
ThHsrLERVI,

EIE 4.7 ([3], Theorem 4.1[14] DHLHE). L & LIEHFAMIMTH 0, U & U-PeEEFARN
TH3L9%, v € X LT3, TOLE, o BTF—L DL YU NNV - AENTY O Nash
s s 51X, x* 37— L T O39/8L— b Nash HIHHKRISIC 7 5,

EE 4.8 ([3], Theorem 4.2[14] DILIE). z* € X £ T3, TDEE, RHAKD LD,

(i) ol & L-BEREID LHEHIPEINTH O, U & U-HFMAD U PRI T
HBLTB, £l
MNoeint(Ry), k=LU icN
TH5ET%, TOLE, o =L TE YU NNV oo AL AY) @ Nash Y%
5, o 37 —L T O/)SL— b+ Nash VABEEIGIC 755,
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(ii) o & L-Wsincd o, oV & U-WHEmTH 2L 3%, 2OLE, o BN —L
T(pE, YU NNV - AL YY) Ofkzg Nash HfHEIG 72 51X, * (37— L T OMEK Nash
PRI 72 B

AR ZED n NEWI7— LT = (N, X, £)I2OWT, 3HITHA LEFETAAT—(LT
%o ANT—AL U =L T (L, U AN AV - A AU I RO B s E HE [10] 258 H LT
EH 4.8 (i) ZFIHT %2 L TELNEDODRTH S,

EE 4.9 (RA-AR- [3]). k° € int(RY) &9 5, EAMEGE F, - X — CRY) 3ThTho
i€ NIZXULT X LTERIDOMERETS, Cobx, £G5HEBZED n NEMAT— L
I'=(N,X, F)icid, 2% &&—DD Pareto Nash YA N FAET %,

FECOEHZFEHT B R, A MEEROMREICDOWT, fiiE 3.4 WEELREZR LT3,

5 fEsmE SRDFHA

KL T, BEREZED n NIEH N —LZ K> Tze ZDX S 57— LS LT, EEIEF
PRz LT Nash YIiiikng, ok Nash Y0NS, 7S L— b Nash ¥#iiikng 35 £ U557 L— F Nash
R 2 E R L, TNEBANT—FIEREED n ANIEW 17— LD Nash HHHIIIC & > TH;
WO, ZDLE AAT—FI2ED n NIEm 17— L&, KERIRZ X7 5 — Lz
WTAHT—LT 3T Lic K> THEWV T,

KL TRESWTF <, 2 BXU < ZHWT Nash HI#HIE, #K Nash Sk, /SL— b
Nash ¥#ikI% 3 L U587 L— b Nash BRI ZE#RL LTz, L L. D21 TOEAIET. Hi
ZE =g, k=L, U 5% HT Nash RS, K Nash YRS, 7S —  Nash #I#HEIE
FXUHSL— b Nash HHIEOM 22 ERTE T L ERRBICTE, BHFIBEE DT —LICH
T B ARG ORI R & [FRAASR MG S NS,

[3] ® Remark 4.1 TN BN TVBH, [3] DEFED SAWEIAY FEEVE, DEEOY —
LR AE 2 ORI BB SRR OB IR B REEE W B A, 207 Fad—
LULT, EEAYD f; MEGTH S LS R X OFREDNBEINT % C LIZTEELON?)
chiE, SHOEELIIEGRED DO TH %,

2024 fFICIZ [3] DR ZEBOLFT TRELEDOEDN, T TREIDHEZL OERECHESR
[HW 2, 2024 FERKD OR 2Tl BEENL KOEARRMBIEAEN S, ik Nash IHEEIS D174
T BTN OVTEBEN, FEZRT IR, ESHEBRIC K D IROMRED BRI DN
HLHNZ,
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e, RFHEE T, JUNKZZEDNINIR ISR D S T RO R AU E A TR BT 3
EHEDENS, AT — b FE2 D FICERIET — LB % Nash HHOFEENS A 5D
TRV ? ] LW ERZZ T, FED 1 NTHZ A, TNETESDRALT—LFED
HFFECHER LT\ e ATHZEE DTN [14] TERAAT—LFEZAV TS 728, JIIEE4ED
HEFIELDERTH T, ThE, FEHICE > TIFHEREOIHZEHRED —DTH %,
WY EAEESEEEER TS TEIATHIZDONPUTTH S,
R 5.1. Let F; : X — C(RY) be concave on X for each i € N. We define Bx, : X _; — 2%i
BXi (:E_f,,) = {fﬁz c Xi \Fi(mi, iE,i) = Fi(:ﬁi,w,i) Vwi S Xz }
Then Bx,(x_;) is convex-valued for each i € N.
Proof. We take arbitrary &;,9; € Bx,(x—;) and X € [0,1]. Then we have
Fi(zi,z—;) 2 Fi(®,x—;) and Fy(zij,x_;) 2 Fi(9;, z—:)
for all &; € X;. Then we have

i (&
(1 =XNFi(zsz_i) 2 (1= N)F(§;,T—0)-
By taking the sum of the above inequalities and F; being convex for each i € N, we obtain
Fi(zi,x_;) = MNF(zi, @) + (1 = N E(zi, 2_;) S AFi(@,2_5) + (1 = N F(§;, T ).
Since F; is concave on X for each ¢ € N, we have
Fi(zi,x i) L AFi(2i,2 ) + (1 = NFi(§;,2) 2 Fi(AZ; + (1 = NG, ),
which indicates that A&; + (1 — X\)g; € Bx, (z_;). O

Bx,(x_;) W TH 5 L3t l, Bx,(z_;) » compact TL¥HFETH 2 &Z2nEnid,
ARDOARTRGER [10] B5 By, (x—;) OARHHMNT— L T ORK Nash kI & 72 %,
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